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ABSTRACT 

A folk theory of the effect of laaguage oa thought 
tttderlies decisioas Made ia 0.8. courts regard iag laaguage law. 
Previous nork oa folk theory has shoira aa iateraal structuriag by 
which a presiise eatails subseguent tenas, coasisteat withia the 
fraswwork of the folk theory's logic. Aa aaalysis of aatapragsatic 
statetteats ia U.S. case law Materials reveals a crudely "tfhorf iaa* 
preaise fresi which a commb folk theory of language builds. This 
theory, evident ia judges* decisioas aad disseats, predicates the 
ability to understaad U.S. political coacepts on fluency ia English. 
Because becoaiag a citisea reguires cos^reheasioa of these political 
coacepts, the folk theory liaks ideatity as a 0.8. citisea with the 
ability to speak the English language. The appearance of a Nhorfiaa 
premise in this folk theory also leads support to the suggestion by 
cogaitive anthropologists that scieatifie theories are typically 
systeaatized adaptations of folk theories. (Author) 
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umsokcss, A» Nim>x a iMimrfAir roue tnxMnr n onrrED stATts 

^tract 

A folk tbMtf of tte offoc^c of iMognont on tlmiriit m^rlim ^iaiaaa 
mdm im tf.a. courto i^rdiaa Iait. fMiriiiMi Mffk am folk eboory koa 

skoM oa iateraal acmceyrlog by i^ick a prmiae ottUilo aofioo^ttei^ eerM. 
eoiMiiatoac viekia eke friMMork of ekt folk tkaory'a logic, ite malfaii of 
iKUprAaiMtic otACoMoto ift C.S. cAfiw Uv Mtoriola f««ttAto A cnidoly 
"Ukorfido'* prmlao froa Miiiek a cooHBa folk tbaorv of l«aftiMe» kafldo. Thia 
tkmy. «viaeat la Joagea' deciatona and 41aa#tiu. ptmdUUm9 tka Ability to 
taia^ratdad 0.8. |Mlicical cottce|>CB oo fluaiicy ia fiagliak. Bac4ttt« kocoalaa 
- "ciciim'' raqcdras coiq^rokenaioti of theaa political cati^^tA, the folk ekaory 
ttdfca ideattCT *» a tl.S. critia^a ulih cbr 4kitUy to mp^ tka Eagliak laaaiiAfti. 
Tke A|>p«Ar«Mre of * 'niborfl«a'* ptemUne in thla folk tkoory ^lao ieo4a ai^fKirt 
to tka auMeaCioo ky cogoieiMi ^mtkroiiologiats tkAt Bci^titU thmarien ^re 
typically ayaeMstisad AtUptAtioaa of folk tkeorioa. (lAtmm»e Iam, folk tboory. 
V.S. politlTAl iilentity. mt sp t^m^t ic»y 

iaerodueciM 

This aemly uAtm came 1^ Biic^riaU to the i^tapr^ifpteCic Aaauf^tlon^ 

utHterlyiag daciaiotia in U.S. URftu^e<* UnJ U^cent work ia cctgaitiva aafbroftn- 
togy hAft pointed ta tke iaqmrt^iHi^ of tArIc folk ekaoriM ia ««|iiaittia|t iafor- 
■4nta* iml^rstiiOillaRa. An ^x^aitMtioa of Udgii4Kf lm$ for attrh folk 

tkeoriaa r<^¥«Ata the prev^lwe 4if ^ folk $k*^ry tbm firat t«ni of tAich raace^ 
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Ikxtmfljb AA&limis of clw ehmiA of MAiMMiittf bclOai Clii« folk thaery tM» cm 
wd«r0t«^ ittt tfov«rt iiiniiiif iaiMi «Ad the |K»iicy iapiic^tioiis «l.irti foltciir 
fxow it. Hfy rvtelcfi ^iao Mpporc ftusgftttlofls by tUy, Ukoff. ottertt clMt 
•cictttific theorirft ^ 4eb^tM ^rs often fijrftCMitisoa A^apc^tioBs of folk 
tlMwrlM go inn If found i#iehiA m eniturm* 

TtK Folk Tl^g g^ry 

Hie oivrgrtirc uf thr "folk choory** 4S a lovol of sOdlyniB i« «a ittt«reflC it&g 
robotic doveiopnemc in &of{iiitiiM Jtatkropology. Quian (193 la, b) oiuainos the 
folk theory as (hm* of several cognitive stmrturM uood by ioforMitft to 
marctitiMliso their Barriagoft* 

lo her ittilial (^inm mm* 0%ttmmi^ iatorviow MtorUU to 

Itfotate chre^ difttlacc syntActlc Cr«4tmnts of cbtt Mord "cowiitMit'' (Quitts 
mo>. uhMi sp«'^iAit of Mfri^ga. iofomAttts frequmtly uflod thin ""koy word," 
btit io difforinji wayn. Qylfta found tlvit the thM tre^taMts of thv word 
"coMitwfil'* rorrespofided to tho ditfittiooB of •*lat«otiao.** "thounJit -md 
••fc^UtiR** whi^ b D' And fade h*n positc^d 4S koy covponents of AaftricAtt ci^^ifica- 
liofifi of betuftvfitr (Qtiino d.d., D*AiidrAd« o*d*). Quiim*ft oi^iHKluette voriL ha« 
lioked titt Byntactfc pvideoce for this trifurtito trojie«rat with respond iikfi 
otfl^pb^^m (i.e.. ''lurriaise is btfioR a pair**) and und«ri)fifi|t folk throriifft 
<!.*•.. ••fiurri^^ iR an *i»fribt?d statu***) <cf., Qaltut 1981). Quituk not4*ft that 
folk thc^riifs differ froa aetaphortt in th^C they point to o "literal. ev«o if 
ii^Iirit. prorefis whii*h taid^rli^A the propcHiit iottdl ciain bolng mddmi 4ft mU 
ihfv . orttain rttW^ applfrabf Hty whirb •prctfy the t4ni^ of phmonnM 
^V4*riUHi bv titiK titsJeriy loR proroas and t^ce ifKplAiae4 by the th^ttrv** (Qulnn 
n.d. : ! I f « 
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Kiiy (n.d.) ilamwirrfltcii tho ivport^UMio of folk thsorios of npeock to tte 
oadlyni* of ttet^rAgflwtic ktdfuen mtch "fttrictiy spMking'' •Hoclittir«lly.* 
He cl^imt tkat cortain hodfiM nurh aft ••fttrictljf mMkinft*' point to 4 p^rt of 
onr folk theory of laagiiAiee ifliirk mAtt^ a ^trarciit distioction botMMo prag- 
wtie and neMitie factors. Others, ouch an •'techoic-ally.'* point to portions 
of the folk tboory vhicb are not ceoconfesd «ritk tho prai^tic/ssftuntic difttioe* 
t ion— in this case a portion indexing tte fixing of naaning by csctain snciai 
actortt with appropriate stitkttHtsr. Interestingly, it is precisely these Utter 
hedges «rfiich are difficult to defino with rospect to the sesutntic/pragMtic 
divide. Kay itfies the concept of folk theory to aaderatand cortain problewstlc 
hedges; he coat ends thjt ti^y are probloftutic only because ve are trying to 
regftefm the« ait-ardlng to Inaf^ropriat** folk theurles* Ciirar t lassi f 4rat Ion of 
hedi«9s according to the pragnat ic /iu*«bARt Ic dtstlm-tion ift posslblr mt!v f'tr 
tbofto hedges which rrif on an uadrr lying folk theory positing separable soshistic 
^ praK^tii' tutu i ians. Ray*s analysis also points to the possibility that 
fttlk tbei*rles mty b<- Internally InmnsiKtent • one portion reiving on a distinr- 
tton oi«f su«fe» in *»tlwr portions (Kav B.d.s47-4ft). 

In another study «! our folk the^irv of langii^g^ and ApeeiU. SiiMs^r C1^81) 
uses the conctfpt "folk theory** to elucidate Sinilarly dittii'ult dafa. Tbt- folk 
theory of discc^urse vbich Sneetser iHitlines provides the background nt^essarv 
to understanding th^* resultft of Gtlr^iM and iCay*s (\^\^ analvsis <«f the «A»rd 
••Uc.** C4tleaan and Kav m.tde thi' ru^nlni^.tv i .ttint4»r-liit uit Ivr diftc<«werv that 
"laUftv of st-iiefMl** waft »«t th*- key defipfnfl feature f«r the wrd •'lie** 
for their inftirtfcoitn. when given a cU»l**c ammg i^ssihle criterf.!, fnf<»rfl^nis 
a4vr «mt weight to **^aker*S intent to de«*elve" In dtK-fdinn whether to 
iategnrisu* stateMtS aft '•tlfS.'* Swi*et«er*s <1«an i-ontrlbntion placed "He** 
within the wider irontett of an undi-ran hing f.S. folk thenry of disruurse* ^re 
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JifitfMyrM iM vimmd «a aK^^ all ittlorflitttifMiAis tSm prim notivAtlMi tor discmtrse 
is CO cdttMy tnm UifonMeimi. Th« 6|Mkcr*ii Kcllsf In m st4t«Mt V> t^i«fi to 
eoflseitiit* mvid0t^ oi tho ttAe«ai«t*0 truth, tfittiio the Bla^tlfM world of 
tl^tt folk theory, it folloiM Out a ftt4t«flttftt f4iieli io A<^tiMlly false Mt be 
fcaoM to be false by the speaker (cf., aMvetaer IMt for a full dr^ne-^Ntt of 
the logical links of the folk theory). If the pri^iry mosI of dlsceume is to 
ittdnco belUf. then n^klns < false st^tensst implies intent to deceit listeners. 
Ihs proeocypical speech situation of this folk theory rsliss on ths ^^eaker not 
to say KHWthios isitess hs or she belieiMHi It to be tn« (hosing belief on evl-* 
dsnce)* Thus respoasibil ity for ths critli;^l deiri^tion involved in a ''lie*' 
(deviation, thut fa. from the prototypical situAtioo) is laid at the epeakerS 
doorstep. Col«^M *nd IUy*s results, then, can be undemtoiMl %#ithln the frai^ 
nnrk of this br<*4d folk theory of discourse. 

Sucets«r further notes ehat 4 ''lis" is ptodncsd by nsgsting one portion of 
the folk th^ry but holdlns others constant. Thst is. speal^r's eaying aottething 
Still entafU Hearer's belief, lbs speaker is fttill effected tc kn^ whereof He 
or shr vpeahs; atherwise the etatewmt nonld be a 'Sdstake" rather than a ''lie.'* 
The iotenwtl structure of logic still operates is a principled way (cf.. Su«etser 
1981). 

All of these ^alv«es afiare commi charACterisatioftfi of folk theories. Polk 
theories <ire tacit; the inplic^tiona! cbain (cf.. DiNidttsues 1977) tihich unites 
then Is not expliclttv fAm»Uted. Palk theories alae conCAin a kind of titt(*rtiul 
logic by uhich ch^ portion entails another. HoueiM^r. this does not w^as that 
folk theories are oeresiurily logically consint«»t. Cay's stuily (N79) reveals a 
folk tht^ry vhirh Ik quite inconsistent-^'-ooe porf ion stressing a pragsMt tr/«unbiii- 
tir distinction. aii«>th*«r blurring tlu* aic*hoto«v. Sueetser'e work sfnilarly points 
out tluit tht' final ittt^IKation Of a folk theory n«y seen sonewhat mumensical'-in 



her case the isplication being thst sp aker*s Sayisg soasthisg iiqplies the truth 
of what is said. Tbu* lAc work in lVJb ares to date gives us a broad theoreti- 
cal outlinf of boa folk thttiry operates an a particular Speciss of cultural 
reasoning. This variety of cultural reasotiinst as w have seen, has its own 
sort of logic, and interacts vith other parts of the cultural srheae in specific 
ways. It is for this mason that systetMtisatkni of the concept of folk thoory. 
as a level of ^ for attntysis* provides suck a fertile basis tor ths under- 
standing of rultural «'onstrurt«. 

A I'.S . Folk Thsory of Language 

the above characterisations of folk theories apply to the n^tapr^gnstic folk 
theory analysed below, fmm th&» Ijte nineteenth century "u. this folk throrr 
ran be iousd is Judgrs* published dei ishms and dissents is i^ses dcalf it vith 
language. There have been several ronpt-tlng folk theories of ianguai^* i ^'dent 
in L*.S. i-ase 1^: different folk theories fwtve received differential weight 
during variuMS pcfio^ls ttf bintciry* In isfwtrtant reviews of the social hist^rir 
oi e.g. Usguage law« ghirley Heath (l«77a.ht l97g| and Arnold teibowits (1969* 
1976) have traced th^ shift awav ftiisi toleran<*e oi linguii^tiv pluralisn in the 
I'.S. The late nineteenth century began a period during %#hii*h atlesipts to 
enforce English an the iwt iotul language of the U.S. went b-iod* in-hand with 
diB4*riBinaticHi agaisst Various insiigrant gri^ups. Heath (14; 7a I has devanst rated 
tb.<t tfit'W^ iM'rf in fAi-t a ik*rbt*t! i*K%n^*' friw ^ttlttiHt-^ diirtiif. tfie l^t^ 

eighlf>4*nth and rartt ninctifcuth centut li K. whi*n knowledge of a variety of 
langu4g^ was ibfcflied essential to the devLlopaent of istellrct . tlte fotuidin»^ 
fathers i'&uiSi'iimnlv chuse an &tfH*n'-A*tu!ft'd Xanic.ua«ce policyt 

. . . thi^ r4;i*«t|cni3^i'd that derifiioUft im language rboice and 

rhanfte* would be ade at the t^v^al and rA*gi<*.tal levels bv citlMns 
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rgf nodiBK to coMBto^«« m$»dm mi gMdtt tUmf tlkmm^Um0 Uatttif Urf« 

tmmk iitmt^ and r»iitt«ii0/c«lewral f giiuJiWM t Md tlitty praNrtwd to 

eUn of tiMoo fffoodoM (flMCh IfTTbtZTO). 
this policy «M aot fofdJitflJ Mttkiakii^iy; tUtmrm otihior pMiihttt dirtctioott 
pru p a o td * Moot iMtAblft iota Atav pwpogod iiagniAtic rsgiMMUatiM is Cta 
fom of o tugtyiao ocodoaqr* wsttid fonMliao teglisli ^ tta lignBat of 

eta ttiv taorlcoa Mtioa (SMitli i9nb>. Adono* pmpnoil mmm UpmwmA^ ami fcta 
««»iglbc of opififoa foil tahiad eta viow etat liaoMistic toiaroaca bi^ oorvod eta 
UttonNito of eta comttry. Booeh aoeoo etac Jiofforoottt octarot p— tad 

onetafli^icJiUv for taoricoao eo l#«rti astqr limiattP»> ia order to otaripoa ttafr 
laeotloctaal okilia (Boaeh i977a)« 

Tta folk ttaoff to ta aoalycad tara atroaaly aoatradicta aueli aarliar vicaa 
favor laa lioaaiat ic dlvaraity. taaooalag ralyiaa aa tlUa falk ttaary taalaa to 
i^ffi «iaighf dttTlng eta I«t« aiiM>taettth eaatary^ aa aotad by taitaaits ^ taatti. 
aletaoali roBpatiag ttaorlaa do not dlaiqqHMir altc^ifttter. 

Tta itmdmmtktMl isai crudely "Mtarfiaa**) ta«i»t of tlUa folk ttaory Is ttat 
Imgtttt^ shjip« tta r^aga of c aaca p t tai l i t t m t ioa of ttair optNduirs* O.S. political 
ctmc^lB Mpre tbouRkt to be iaastrlcably ctttviaod with eta BagliBli laaaaaars eta 
coarapea taald not be aadefatood aalaaa csaa «poke fiaalfah. Tta fya d aai a tat 
lapoaaihility of traafltjitioti of ttaao coo^apto iato otter Sa^piaj^ m^^tb «b «a 
onderlylng aaMa^tiofi in «i eaaa: 

taay Eftal Cftk mMtd» tairo ao prffciar a^uivalcat In ottar Xmtpu$0gU9 for eta 
raaaoa ttae tta Idaatf oapnrMrd ky Ctaa att aae faiHIiar to tta people' wta 
apaak etaoa Laagnaaoa. le ia plain etat • paopla haviag ao knowtedRe of 
tta aeaaa aagla^ aaald taa^ ao aard ea a g p raaa ar daaerita ie* Ata It io 



aqaaliy elaar. I etoak. etat eiiril iitarty aa it aaiata ia tta itataa af 
taarica taii^ laikoniw ta tta tabfaeta ^ a iftipnric jiwiraiiiar , efaay 
caald ia tta vary aatarr at ekiaga^ tava aa aardl ar ptaaaa ia etair laaftaai* 
to itarrita or dtafiaa iet aad eta vary mari 'caaKitatiaaT ataM traaal at ad 
iata ttair laa^iaiBt aaald of aaeaMity caaiay eta i^ of a gtaac or fid»- 
caaaiaa fiati tta ra|ar« rtttar ttaa tta idaa af aa iaatrantat 4aciarii^ tta 
argaaic iaa« aido ky tta paapla ttaaMlvaat aad kiadiat a|Ma tta paopla aad 
ttair tiilata alita. 

It aoada ao argHOoat to aatMiliali ttat a traaalatioa ia aat ida!»eirnl 
«ritk tta origlaal. ta aaetor haw ^^lar it My ta ia aaaaiagt it ia 
plaia ie cao aot ta IdaMlcal .... A ropy of a fiaaialit taaaiaat ar 
GoiMi traaalatioa aaald a^t ta a rofiy of tta coaatitaeloa iivpremt Oaart 
af tl»oaiflg latftlS)). 
la ehia cmm eta caore ndad etae ablliey ec» raad a Piaaioh etaaalaeioo of eta 
tlyoaiag aeata coMeieotloa did ooc fMlftll eta atota la^tjiinfar etat all aBttafv 
ta akir to rrad the aeaea caoaeit«tl4*n. 

A IW caotf flMtaa esptlrit tta ai^it lapHrAtloaal tiak of tta folk eksoryt 
if lattgttagaa aold eta aiada of etaIr apratara ia cartala aaya* ekaa tta laagaaaaa 
aacoaataroil by sNtaag chfldraa cmt ta axpoctad to hava poaarfal affacea. Ttat ia« 
ftma^ cliildraa*a alada arc^ In eta f^toc^m of taiog akapad. aad oaa of eta aaae 
laporeaiH ahapla^ fAvce^ i« ^ieued 4a b^it%^ tta liingaana (itr laaftaagMi) eo atUck 
ehey art* eitpomed^ i^tdet rbildr«!»a« MboiM' alad« taar» jMlad« ara aot vulaarabla 
to tta foneatlwa poaara of «arioaa laagaagro in tta mme nay. Tkia ia tta arga- 
arttt aMdr in mppart of Mrkraaka ragalatioa ptahihitiag taartam fraai aqawiag 
yo«^ rbffdren to fi«r<>f|ia laagaantn;* 4 f trd fa tta ^ll-tooan raaa of ta ^^ a« 

tta ab|art of tkia lagftataeloa . . . aaa eo eraaea aa aalitbt on a d taet tcaii 
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rti^MMriUp im a|>p irty mUk ete priMi|»lM ^ Oto amtiy > m4 

ui fHmmt dUUMi nMii Md ularitii Ui iaarHi Htm toiog tff«lM4 aid 
•d»<'4t«d i« fM«ig» laagB^PNi Mi CMitMi UmU feaioM ctey Immm lyid m 
flf»p<*niMicsr to iMurai cte ilnli»li Umgm^ mi ^ mn m imrum M i iU * it 
is A nn t fact cbac cte tat^iji fint littfaad hf m mmIm liift 

MiKfr tamgim mmd thm iMgnaia •! Ida Inart. 

fa atiaif ttm ekUitmm mi fawlpirat «Imi had i^giarai! Imra, to to 
Cmmi aarly ftiillilhaail dM 1^ rtj^ af cte eaaacry #f chair pacMt^ wa 
€a raar t^bmm vith tlM laaniflr aa Chair withaff taniaa. U aw t» aihiriira 
chMi mo chat ih*f aaat aliMya chiah ia Chat iaaiHNIi» aai* aa a ciiaiaqmnri, 
a^tfa)ly tacniejca ia chaa cha idaaa md aaatiaattca iacmiyi t» cha haac 
iac#raata of thia oaaBCcy (ttaicad StatM tn^naa Cbart It22tl90). 
tacafaatli«iy» chia imhihUlM di4 aoc mtaad to cha "Mctaat «r doad laaaaaatft** 
'-*tjitin» Craafc aad Ihihimi haC aaly Co "Wdara^ ttfaMtaa. tha §9pwum Coart 
•vMCaallf mlaa that cha Mahraaka lav vioUCad fmarcaaath awaiAMt ffiflf^» hoc 
chffjr diaiHitffd oaty oa» petcimi af cha Calh Ch aar y^C hac ahich hald that a atf a awa 
Co caUcipla focttiga Imjaigaa at a yaattg aga flight haa« childcafl^a adada. tha 
Gaort aceapcad aa giiM tim im^rtmnrm af IttatractiAa ia tegiiah iar yauag chiid^ 
ran* mod aphald cha aaciaa chac aCflCaa aovld vagaictt fi^iah iflatraetlafl is all 
yflbli£ achoota. Thua cha aaCiaa that tha b«lh of laatnittiaa ahaald ha ifl 
blgliah naa caUac^laad^ aad facoigo taogydflic Mara aaly Co ha tacladad ao aaeil- 
lary parts af ch« rurrifialao^ tha It^accaot aod facMtiwa colo of ft^liah aa cha 
yr ittiry Ut^aagt for childraa^a adticacioa aoa ayhald by Cha Ga«rc. 

Iaiia«ar» cha eorraiNty ac tha ctfla of chia Idaa chac foraigo lai^aiflia ii^roc- 
lioo for yoaog childran fl|#ic ha harafol rao ho aaaa im liMainaii i^co^lawl 
dacialoaa ia tdilch ihia yartioa of Cha folk rhaory ooo oot* Horo la a fyyicai 
acocaaaat ftoo aa loaa coarc ahlch i^diaU* cha eoortccioa of a adMMlcoarhor for 
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IKW foU ttac U floa oC 
of cattdar fmmtm aha^id ha«a» itt ctot aarly fttiod, ioaciilod to 
chair ttioda tha laamwa to ha caoghc ooly thcoogk Cha oao of tha iogHah 
'rmaiQ-i Chac. if foroigo lingiiigia ora to ho toatht for ''calcarol offoat/ 
U ahall ha aoly olcor cha child haa 
of mm 




owaidad hy lioiting coachii« holov tho atg^ 

iBiliah ( fc^EO fl a Omtc Ioho miilOia). 
fhmxm Ofltt otter oiaiUr axaflyloa of atoco-loMl dociafaaa af f iflgiog tte ytiociido 
oarly aigiaaiiri Ui faratga lo^nigaa oaald liM gi yo««g dbtldhnan'o 

Ofl ifltocoaciflg yarallal aao ha mctmd hmrm tfith oaraynai^ric hollofa 
io yartlaoo of Cdiaido oc tha oooo tla». % aociollngoiatia 
tffataot VMM fMtIa* raaaatad a aUHIar aaitayrigoarte hollof • ahidi firat gaload 
ii^orcoiiea to roral irnaaiultioa charo daH^ tha If JOa aod iOa. MatMaca 
hoHo«od Chac Cha firot laagaaga ahlch a ehiU laatoad laid a dociotva offtec oo 
hla or har oind, laadaiiiig a a ha a^u^at iiuCrartiaa ia othor liogiapia vircoally 
oaalOM. tha oiod of a child oacialiaod io Coolie mm mmm oo trcroanantljr wrtod 
la chia caaa cha iaylicacioa of cha ttarhiog mm on ayoach ffothar chaa affarc* 
ao chaC a yaraao aacialitod ia Caalic eoold aooar ayoafc ochar laogoagao *o»cr%cc«» 
ly* Coca Itercc 1980. tut it ia iacoiMtii^ Co ohaonio cha oaiocaora of 

« fotk rhaory ohooa yraoio^ aioUarly y^ita mm affact of laogaaga ao ododt 
apiMriog io raral Cmmmdim tfnaaiiiiiicioa at the mmmm tim oa 
eaara io cha ttiieod Stataa. 

fhr rha'a of ffwaamilag of chr throry chaa far gaoa mm follaaot 
ahafie the CMgo of cooraytoaliaacioa of chair oyaahara. Choa ^rly aayoama to 
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MrticttUr iMiSBftsefi ift m critical «l U»tin« force in forwioR a p^r-uo'a •iaa. 
Mow If ctffCttie c^oiii^tfi at« l«B|cuag*-i«NK?t£ic--tli^ is. If 0.S. political c«icept« 
ar« ^ly wderat^wl thnmgti tte li«Usk l*t^pi*g#— th«i wly aiqMure to a parti- 
Cttliir IwMtiiW Mb c<HiM|itMCi» for t^ilitical id^ititsr. Socialist ioa in 
English Acuma't only ahaptf chadrM's cognitiite vm^. it spacificalty 
tbtir ability to titid«ratiuid political concept B—aad tin** ta f«al political iDy^Uy. 
TbA' creation af tlii« equivalanca becvean coacapttttl ^ affactual aliiliti«« oo 
tba political level vaa evidaat iu thm t^tr^r v, gebragka caae cited aboifc. la 
thai caae* permitting cbiidrtfi to acquire foivitfi l^gnagatt aa "^th^r tcmgueR** 
Witt t.» -iniraK«i*f in then cha idaas aod fUttitiaantB forcigEO to the Ha*t IntereatK 
of rbU t'.umirv" Cftnitfid Stataa ^r««e Court 1922:390). 

A nifcilJr 4ri?iii*tMit tfs« aada in an a^rller Mabraaka caae. Ik^braak^ biHtrirt 
of ^*^Bg€*lir.il f Lit hPTiAtt Sym *d v. HcKrlvie t 

It i<« 4 tt.it ti-r <»f genaral ptiblie Inforntt ica. . • • th«t it wan ai«cl<«aed 
th«t tbnufundtf of iM»n hom in thin cotintry <*f foreign Iwigy^ apaakii^ 

iri-titii Attn L-dutaced in lichoolB taught in a foraign language »err uoabltf 
to r tir-:. if «paak the lengaage of thrir country, or to nademtand 
iiordt. of t « • : glimn in English* It vaa also dMOStrated th^t th^n* 
%#«.re Uk-aI foci 4if 4lian enany santlttant. and that, where noch itataoc-e« 
<uc-arrt-d. the <«dnc4tli« given by private or parochial schooU in ihat 
riMnuiltv was tainally fomd to bo that which bad bean givan nainir la 
A lorelon tanguagt* (SuprcSM? Coort of Nebraalta 19t9s93)« 
Knowledfie .>f Kit>clitth b^m^-s equated with the ability to anderatand U.S. p<*|iti- 
t-al roflcepttfi. aod thus with the abllicsr to feal loyalty to a state founded on 
thotii- s>*-ntl»*il primipiea. This link in the argunaf^ of tba folk the.iry pri»vl.l4s 
4 crtwi**.-! iiHi Ui'ttm^ langt^igr snd i lti jtwiabtp: if Engliah 4s nerenaarv to iaKl*-r* 
»tAnd p<tSici.a| rotic^eptft, 4:oapreh<Mion of thottc* ctinfepls (-uid At tbr fralfn^R M 
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political loyalty w^ich lid^rr ift that conprahanaioa) hacMaa a pMreqaisita to 
idantity aa a O.S. citis««. 

This l^llcatioa of eho folk theory can ha aeaa in tM It97 cjm In ra 
Bodrigie g> Here arfcnnenta ttndr againnt the ttatnralisation of fticaido Modrignsa. 

iMigrnnt fron Naai<:o, iot lndad hia inadequate comirahcoaioo of ftigliah— and. 
ii|>licitly. of the U.S. conatitntioo (United Stataa Diatrict Court. District of 
Taicaa 1897:345). The varying dagrea of i»i^t which this argiswnt has carriad 
at differaoc points in Mnericaa hiatory can ha saan in the fact that It was 
diflMisaed ia the ftodrigues decision, hut itt I«06 gained snch pi^iic approval that 
proficiencv in Engliah becoie a roouiranent for tiatnralieed citiaens* Ths nation- 
ality Act of 1906 raqair«d aliens seeking naturalisation fo apeak ^lish; thia 
stipulation was codified In the Hatlomtlity Act of 1940. Ttia additional raqnira- 
nifnt of literacy in £i«liidi waa added by tha iatamal Security Act of 1950 (sae 
Urihowits 1976). 

A c^ollary of the folk the«.rv, th*- quettiion of how to define adequate lin- 
gtt<ati4: proficriency. be*««f an Ikjuk? in fio«»e raaes. In the 194S In re ^mtmfian 
raae a Swedish nan ut» ^pplit-a t..r < it f rtfitahip In OrefMU uaa denied on the gfounds 
that he hadn't achicwd adeqtMte pr«<t icien«*yt 

The ability to ntMhlc *i lt*« itmtkHi t-UsKlfali wvirds JUid banal fiipre<j#ilon« ift 
a foreiftn arrant, at^ to uua«'rtft:tna a tew ainpU- que«(i<Hift. "t dlrett itma. 
doea not dettmatrate tht capa/lty to apeak Engliidi in conaactino with a 
r^iuirrvient of att^cttfBeaf t» the prtiw lple« of t(^ Pederal Conatitotion 
ft'^Ucd <Staten Diatrict arart , Ulatrict of Oregon l94StWb/. 
Aft ««:trHi«r «*.iNe had prtfniribed ev*'n strli'ter neaantes of proficiency. In the 
i-oii. of ta re VaKlr;ek A MistiOurl man wr»«i ik^ni^M rltlaenahlp brmuae he dldn*t 
kuow the wtning nt ih«* wordfi '^aoari'bv'' and '^poty^iawrs*' 

A p«»titirH)er fuf twiinral Ir4t ii»n cantnti be aeld ''attached to ths principles 
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ora^ »! hAfH^lAMtt of gflMi** wlimt ekMSk Allagiag im him puciclM tiMit 

mu kfWMi the M4ttili« of hm^ ^MMrdhicc** m 

V«ftlc«k r«tti<Ud tfidiiM dift naUmA Utmtm for tko harioiScUoooi iwrioi 
« « « . lilt iMft ho. itt eiio foriod of am dimraidi M— off fm fofoi9» 
octAcfMWttts Ml i^oM of 01101 iiiMiir toMg^ vick htet ... Ho ioi^llifcir 
fr* defift^ "stLsrehy** oad ^lyfiay.'' noi lack ^f kMdo^ of tiio 
M-^inr. of t\mut mrdm^ mmt bo hold to tMi ooeh o foiion to mm ete 
roqtiireomts firro^ribod io oottirall oorloo coooo. . . . oo ic coooot bo e«i4 
In ooch o cM^ oo thio thot dio eoodi4a£o io io ttwxk md im foct '^ottodMid 
to tho principleo of CIm GMititotitftt of tte Obltodl Stocoo ..." Oteitod 
StocM Dioerict Goort, Motrict of Miooo«iri tMltm). 
Bore tfo hovo exttmoB voroioo of tlw folk tlnovy Mdh holio Ckae eo^nrolMMMiioo 
of p^rti.nilar words i« o oocoooary yroi ' o ^ toi oito to t«S« dtiiiortit^. 

Wich this loot chain in folk tkooty orinoof o coi^rodiotioo koeoooo 
opiiaroots thft loasttogos ohick ckildroo loom oro oo«o nm akoi^iog tkoir poUti£oi 
olloftiOM^t fot ifloigmftto vitk '*fof«i^* oockor tongooo may loom EkM^i^ 
io lifo io ordor to locolcoto io tkonoolvBO tko o o c oi oiry booit oootia o ot o, Iko 
roflotutioo of this ""^ng eoitfradictiflii eoo bo fdood io tko dlf fomotiol troot- 
MOt which icoHftrmito sod ootivo^bom eitiooao racoiim. 

tbi^ to ro Smmm cooo oiteo osplicit tho toio of o«ek dif fmotiol t r oo to mt 
in rcHiot^fls^ tho psrodoo: 

ft io of wf^ ovsll t0 nr$s9 that thm ootlvo^m oood oot pnsggos tkooo 
qu4ilif icscions. tho olion is ooly oot i tied to clticooohip lAoo ho pfomo 
ho poBMmnttH ttttr otottttonr roqoioitoo (fl^tod StotM fiiotrict Cottrt. Diotrlcr 
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of lf4Ss37«). 
io othor MMdot it doooo*t ttottor thsc osti«o-^m citionoi mnf oot amn^ the 
profi£ioocf iofolo roqttirod of oocidrotiood citiooos. to oooortiog tkio diff«roa* 
tiol trootOMit. Wiiiiiofino oitoo oo ootkority oo oorlior cooo» thiitf d tocoo 

A ooti w bom citiooo Mod oot bo iitorotc to oaoreioo bio civil fi|f^« 
oolooo tko i^otA loM oo re^roo. But oo oiioo fto^ kooo the Iftijlfok 
loQ9a«i^. A aotivoHbom cltisoo mmf bo s cooocieotiooo objoctor. im 
oliM« oveo o mmmm^ oko teftioea tu boor otm, coooot bo oot«roli«od • • • • 
k ootivo-'bom citiooo My bo ionurot . . . . Bot lo olioo aoot ko of gaod 
i»ral ckoroctor bofom ko cam ho ^idoittod to citioMokip. Nmit o 
ootiiro-hom citisoo aty ho opt>ooed to tks priociploo of our coaotitotioooi 
fovonuMcit • . . « Iktt oo olioo ouot ho "ottoehod to tko prioeiplot of tko 
Oaootitutioo of tko Ooitod St.itoo. md Mil diopoood to tko good ordor ood 
ksppiottoo of th* Ooiitfd Stattfs*' (Doltod Stotofl District Court, District of 
Cslifoniio m2t76S>. 
Ao oo oddiCiotBsi oofegttord. iltfsooohip fould hr rcnohod ot oay tiM •htiold 
oottoratiood i*itiS«ilo '^borkolidr** io oome tmy* Io tho Oftitod StJ^j^ Jf* BtOO^OH 
cooo. the oitifisMkip of Priodrick iorgpMo om cooeollod bocoooo ko htd uphold 
tho ctamm oi Catmaa^ ^ri^ ticorid Usr if* 

So lo«^xrooto mttf ieom Sk^lsh. and Chorvky Mcoodoriiy tiynss D.i. poiiti«> 
i! conrv'prs uivmr thmM? «if ili#ir fifttt lAnfttisictt. Btit oof otroyiot flOO thooo 
lfl>«rtiod principlro could rsoott io tUt toss of ott6*n U.S. citioooskip* Such 
^oof ^ charko" or^ doonod nocsooonr Hocoooo iMigroi^ ora ooob oo o s o goi Kt of 
4 SUSP set cotogsnr- 

The rosocmiog of otar iii^itiacic folk thoorp oopporto oufih o vioir| tMlirootd 
HhM ho«» bivn rAfsod ooint '*foesi^^ l onguogos eoaoot bo supsctod to hold 8*8* 
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political pr£tt4::ipie« bb ^Mpiy ab nAtVm^hom citijwas socmiiead in Eogli^. to 

fttir th£ l^MtiAge of mM^LMliJtMtiM lum X^ft its pprasiNmt turk. thttr impar^ 
teie* gi«w to AAtlv Acbooling 1b BogilBh for aAti««-bora citisras Also beraittfA 
mdBtBtBndMhle in ttils contacts political toyaltjr BMsst b« «ti«ut«d in thi^ vay. 
Old^r OAtivft-bora cititt^ camicit b« fbreed to leant 8iigll«li» nor eaa tlioir 
fiitiJMft^ip be revoked if tliey •tttmaee political idoaa ufaicli atttboritiea »ee as 
*i»-Aaar icaa • ** 

Tbtis a folk theory vith a crudely'Mhorf iMi'^redicate provides tlie link vhich 
allcMed Jt^gen viev coapetanee lo the English language as necessArr to U.S. 
citiflenahip. The folk thaory posits a stroi^* deterministic raletionshlp between 
langttagaa* tkotight, sad stt>€imui ancb as loyalty. Onee the "^iBpli est ions 1 chsin** 
Ccf.» fiottlagnex 1977) of the folk theory is mstlinadt eertais c on s c q usn ces follow 
naturally. Thua thi* franework of the folk theory eaplains the emphasis on early 
schoolittf^ in Enel ish— oik^ occaaionaily fiaglish only— for yonag children* Farther- 
ttare« it eiplains vhy it t^as seen as necessary that iMigrants* lesmed cotipeteart? 
fn Bngtish {and tf.S. political concepts) be backed by the possible sanctimi of 
r«iM}ked citizenship. 

Changing political and econ^aic circtMtences have giiMm sore mid less iieight 
td this folk theorv at vsrions tiaes in O.S. history. Leibovita (1976) end Heeth 
(1177b) have docuAeat^sl tbe shift toward tha reasoning eabodied in this folk 
theory during the Iste niaeteenth and early twentieth centinries. This shift 
corresponded with increasing xenophobia* sttanpts to linit Isnigration, smi 
efforts to discriminate «icainst certain iMigrant gmnps. It wss nsft until the 
1960s thsc this trend chsnged* end the folk theory deitrrihcid here ceesed to play 
a SMlor role fa the rean^ining of tt.S. language lav. 
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Finslly, the appedrance of thia ^ittadly crude *%aMirfian^ theory at tha 
folk level lends support to suggestions hv cognitive anthtopologists that mmtf 
scientific the^trl^n are rt>fimHii»tis &*f c«i«Biktnly held folk theories. Kay (n*d«> 
moA Lakoff (1^1)* attain olhrrs, fMVe Hu^i^Ced that scientific theoriea are 
often attempts to ay^tcnstiae or eictvnd the reaaoning of folk theories.^ In a 
sinilar vein* Silverstain (1979) dcfttonstratea that soas linguiata* theories 
(for eM^»le« Austin's) have often been fonadrd in folk Mapragffatic theories* 
Silversteio's analysis noes one step farther; following the lead of Boas and 
Wharf, he looks to thr structure of mir l/eiMuage itself to explain these folk 
conceptualiaations of language. 
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SKppMTt for thiB famartk earn fm a Duke Iftiiwtniity BttMMircli kmtd^ Mbicli 
is gratfifttiiy AdEAOVlad^. fiiltttt Scftbbitttf, At Cbe tim m Imt statet at Bute 
OAiwenicsr tmt Scbool, Mrved MMMrcli «Mii«tMit ini tte tn>J«ce. 1 thmtk her 
f«r liar vttliacd iaaii^f iA£o iat^l ^roeadnraa Md yiaii»oitfl» «id for iMr 
dMroogii ttd axhsustiM aeardi of 0.S. «id Can an lagal ttat«riaia* t m 
uracaftd to llaoal CMaa for providlftg m irick aaauaeri^a antf oapitbiliilMtd 
sacarial oa ""folk theory," m li^ortaat eoncat>t tihieh aha haa flayed a key rol« 
ift dawlof^iag. A apeeial chaaka to Virginia Oosii^tMaa. whoaa aapport aad 
eofiMta tiora critical Co cha davelopaMt of tht projact. ahhraviated 
mraioa of tkia pmpet giMi ia a aaaaioa etttieiad'*Sattaacica» Bchooiiagaiatica 
Mkd CogRitioa** held at tha dOth iteaaal tteotiag of tha tearicaa ABttonpologieal 
Aaaociatioo ia Loo Aaf^las» Puca^mr 1961. 

I. Sao Sllvarateia CI976) for cha fomalatioa of 'HaatapragiMitic**' 

2« I aheold add hare, tfith opologtoo to tboaa tiho ahar^ «y a|»p«aciotioii of the* 
aiAtlaty aad ao|»hiaticatlott of tihorf'a uork, that ttr oaa of "yhorfiao* throaali- 
aot the pat>er i« a ahorthaad rafanmce to Che eatire 4«^tm o^c^ioaod by Uhorf *a 
aork vithia aoilal aci^tum (cf., rtataae 1962:12)* thM tha poiat that 
*aeiaatifie* difKatf^ are often attattpta to ayatenttite folk theories caa be 
aapported by this anelyaia eiran though ahat Piahaaa haa dabbed ffj (aee Fiafaawfi 
1982) is aot actually V^r||^. r^urthena^re. the fact that tha folk veraioo ie 
crudely deteraiaiat, laekic^t the iaaight aad cMtioa of "aeieatif ic%eraioaa» at 
a true llhorf iaa adirocacy of relatiiriaa aad plaraiiaii, ia ealy to be expected. 
tSlea a focaa fi%r pubUc coacero-^-here the relet lea liet M eea l^igoej^e aad alad-- 
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ia ayataaatieally eiqklorad by a portioti of tha sclaatific ecmadty, aae 
aoaid hope chat tha reaaltlaic "aeieatif i**** theoriea coold. at laittit In aosw 
caaes. handle tlM> qaaatiua «Hth additional depth. ratKioa. aad aabtt^^v* 

3. Utiile elaboratioa of a theory or focoa for debate «fithia tha scientific 
coeaaaiity night acmetinea briag added clariflcatioa or ayacenacicity to the 
problen« thia ia not aeeeaaarily the cane. Thrrr is no defiaitional difference 
betiiaeo folk and "acientific'* or '^expert'* theories ia tetna of naeaaaary dagrac 
of acearacy or tmth* Pblk theoriea nay be aecarete or iaaccarate, aa nay 
'^ecieatific:*' tha diatiaetioo is not betueen tme and falae theoriea, bat 
betanea the tacit theories cammmty held vithia a ml tare end the eaplicitly 
exeaiiaed md eleboreted CheorffS of ^ftprrrn*" 
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